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1
AUTOMATIC SHARING OF SUPERLATIVE
DIGITAL IMAGES

RELATED APPLICATIONS

This application claims the benefit of priority to U.S. Pro-
visional Patent Application Ser. No. 61/435,757, filed on Jan.
24,2011, the disclosure of which is incorporated by reference
herein.

BACKGROUND

With the widespread use of digital consumer electronic
image-capturing devices such as digital cameras and camera/
video phones, the size of consumers’ digital image collec-
tions continue to increase very rapidly. As such collections
grow ever larger and increasingly more unwieldy, a person is
less able to handle the sheer volume of images in these col-
lections.

A user may capture hundreds or thousands (or more) of
digital photographs and videos over the course of time using
image-capturing and multiuse devices. The task of organizing
captured photographs often falls to the user of the device.
Some conventional approaches provide a crude user interface
that allows a user to sift through photographs using a timeline.
Other conventional approaches allow a person to manually
tag and organize photographs into virtual albums.

Software applications that manage media (e.g., digital pho-
tographs and videos) collections have become widely
adopted as the amount of digital media, including images, has
grown. Because of their large display, processing power, and
memory capacity, most of these conventional approaches are
concentrated on use with personal “desktop” computers.
Using ample room of the desktop computer’s large displays,
the desktop user interface offers a broad workspace for a user
to view and manage a large catalogue of digital photographs.

As evidenced by the seeming ubiquity of mobile personal
communication devices (e.g., the so-called “smartphones™),
mobile communication and computing technology has rap-
idly developed. With the processing power and memory
capacity of such mobile technology, it is possible to have
large media collections on mobile personal communication
devices or have access to such collections via high-speed data
telecommunication networks.

While the power and memory capacities have increased, a
typical mobile personal communication device still has a
small display and, consequently, more constrained user inter-
face capabilities than a desktop computer. Accordingly, a user
of a typical mobile personal communication device is forced
to abandon his mobile environment and move to a desktop
computer in order to view and manage his large media cata-
logue.

SUMMARY

Described herein are techniques related to automatic shar-
ing of superlative digital images. Such techniques include an
automatic selection of one or more superlative digital images
(e.g., the “best” images) from a set of digital images based, at
least in part, upon weighted criteria. Rather than manually
sifting through a large collection of digital images to find the
“best” ones, a superlative subset of digital images are auto-
matically selected based upon various weighted criteria
regarding properties (e.g., metadata or content) of the digital
images. Subscribers are notified when the superlative subset
is updated. In addition, people who are associated with one or
more of the images in the superlative subset are notified about
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the superlative subset. In this way, the owner of the digital
images need not manually notify interested parties (e.g., sub-
scribers and/or people with an association with a particular
image) when the owner’s collection of best photos (for
example) is updated. Instead, interested parties are notified
automatically.

This Summary is submitted with the understanding that it
will not be used to interpret or limit the scope or meaning of
the claims. This Summary is not intended to identify key
features or essential features of the claimed subject matter,
nor is it intended to be used as an aid in determining the scope
of the claimed subject matter.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 illustrates an exemplary scenario within which the
techniques described herein may be employed for automatic
sharing of one or more superlative digital images from a set of
digital images.

FIGS. 2-5 are flowcharts of processes that are configured to
implement the techniques described herein for automatic
sharing of one or more superlative digital images from a set of
digital images.

FIG. 6 depicts an image-capturing telecommunications
apparatus within a telecommunications environment. The
depicted apparatus is configured to implement the techniques
described herein for automatic sharing of one or more super-
lative digital images from a set of digital images.

The Detailed Description references the accompanying
figures. In the figures, the left-most digit(s) of a reference
number identifies the figure in which the reference number
first appears. The same numbers are used throughout the
drawings to reference like features and components

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Described herein are techniques related to automatic shar-
ing of superlative digital images. Such techniques include an
automatic selection of one or more superlative digital images
from a set of digital images based, at least in part, upon
weighted criteria. As used herein with regard to digital
images, the term “superlative” refers to a subset of digital
images having the highest kind, quality, or order with respect
to the other digital images or sets. For example, digital images
that are top-ranked or bottom-ranked in some category or
characteristic are superlative. Also, for example, digital
images considered the “best” or “worst” of the set are con-
sidered superlative.

Using an image-capturing device (such as a digital camera
or camera-equipped cellphone), a user accumulates a large
collection of digital images by, for example, taking a multi-
tude of photographs over several days, weeks, or even
months. Rather than manually sifting through the large col-
lection to find her “best” digital images (“photos” herein), a
superlative-photo  sharing service automatically selects
superlative (e.g., “best”) photos based upon various weighted
criteria regarding properties (e.g., metadata and/or content) of
the photos.

The superlative-photo sharing service may be, for
example, an application running on a user’s smartphone, a
cloud-based service (using cloud-based resources), an appli-
cation running on a server on a network (such as the Internet),
or some combination thereof. The superlative-photo sharing
service may be associated with or be incorporated into a
social-networking services (e.g., Facebook™, MySpace™,
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Twitter™, Linkedin™, Ning™, and the like) or photo/video
sharing services (e.g., Flickt™, Photobucket™, Picasa™,
Shutterfly™, and the like).

On its own (or through an associated social networking or
photo/video sharing service, the superlative-photo sharing
service may notify subscribers when a new or updated super-
lative subset is available. In addition, people who are associ-
ated with one or more of the photos in the superlative subset
are notified about the superlative subset or about the particu-
lar associated photos. In this way, the owner of the photo set
need not manually notify interested parties (e.g., subscribers
and/or people with an association with a particular image)
when the owner’s collection of superlative photos (e.g.,
“best”) is updated. Instead, interested parties are notified
automatically.

An example of an embodiment of a superlative-photo shar-
ing service that employs the new image auto-selection and
sharing techniques described herein may be referred to as an
“exemplary superlative-photo sharing service.” While one or
more example embodiments are described herein, the reader
should understand that the claimed invention may be prac-
ticed using different details than the exemplary ones
described herein.

The following co-owned U.S. Patent Applications are
incorporated by reference herein:

U.S. Provisional Patent Application Ser. No. 61/435,757,

filed on Jan. 24, 2011;

U.S. patent application Ser. No. 13/041,361, titled “Auto-
matic Selection Of Digital Images With An Apparatus,”
filed on Mar. 5, 2011;

U.S. patent application Ser. No. 13/041,369, titled “Auto-
matic Selection Of Digital Images From a Multi-
Sourced Collection,” filed on Mar. 5, 2011; and

U.S. patent application Ser. No. 13/041,370, titled “Auto-
matic Highlight Reel Producer,” filed on Mar. 5, 2011.

Exemplary Scenario for an Exemplary Superlative-Photo
Sharing Service

FIG. 1 illustrates an exemplary scenario 100 within which
the techniques described herein may be employed. Using her
camera-equipped smartphone 102, Dorothy 104 takes about
twelve hundred photos during a summer vacation sightseeing
and visiting relatives in Texas. Before taking her vacation,
Dorothy subscribed to a superlative-photo sharing service
110.

Dorothy’s smartphone 102 is just one example of an
image-handling device that might be used with the techniques
described herein. Dorothy 104 might use some other device
with the capability to capture, collect, and/or manipulate digi-
tal images. Examples of such alternative devices include (but
are not limited to) the following: tablet-based computer, other
handheld computer, netbook, computer, digital camera, digi-
tal camcorder, handheld multimedia device, GPS naviga-
tional system, vehicle-based computer, or other portable elec-
tronics.

In this exemplary scenario 100, Dorothy has a photo-shar-
ing application on her phone provided by her wireless service
provider and linked to her account on a social-networking
service 120. The ways that she may have subscribed to the
service include (but are not limited to):

via a stand-alone website;

by downloading and installing a so-called “app” (i.e.,
application) onto her phone;

via a service offered by or in association with a social-
networking service;

via a service offered by orin association with a photo/video
sharing service;
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4

via a feature offered by her mobile wireless service pro-

vider (e.g., T-mobile™); or

some combination thereof.

Without any prompting from Dorothy 104, the photo-shar-
ing app on her smartphone 102 uploads her new photos 106 to
the superlative-photo sharing service 110 on a network infra-
structure 130. The upload may occur, for example, when each
new photo is taken, after a defined period of time (e.g., a day),
if there are new photos, after a defined number of photos are
taken, and at her request, etc.

The upload to the network infrastructure 130 may be
accomplished via a so-called cellular communications tech-
nology. However, the described techniques can be used in
conjunction with non-cellular technologies such as conven-
tional analog AM or FM radio, Wi-Fi™, wireless local area
network (WLAN or IEEE 802.11), WIMAX™ (Worldwide
Interoperability for Microwave Access), Bluetooth™, and
other analog and digital wireless voice and data transmission
technologies. Alternative implementations might utilize a
wired connection.

The network infrastructure 130 may be a private or public
network of computing or telecommunication resources. It
may include the Internet. The network infrastructure 130 has
a multitude of resources. As depicted in FIG. 1, one or more
servers 112 host the superlative-photo sharing service 110
and one or more servers 122 host the social-networking ser-
vice 120.

In some implementations, the network infrastructure 130
may be called a cloud-computing infrastructure. In that con-
text, the cloud’s data centers may include a plurality of serv-
ers that provide computing resources, as well as data storage
and retrieval capabilities. Users of a cloud-computing infra-
structure generally do not need knowledge regarding or con-
trol over the underlying data center infrastructure of the
“cloud” Rather, the users may access the computing
resources and data storage capabilities on an as-needed basis.

Once uploaded, the superlative-photo sharing service 110
processes the collection of uploaded photos and automati-
cally selects the top-ranked (i.e., best) photos of the collec-
tion. Alternatively, the service may select the bottom-ranked
(i.e., worst) photos of the collection.

Without any additional input from Dorothy 104, the super-
lative-photo sharing service sends a notification via the asso-
ciated social-networking service 120 to interested parties. For
example, since Jill 140 subscribed to Dorothy’s “best photos”
via the social-networking service 120, a link to the updated
best photos is sent to Jill’s phone 142 via a text message.
When Paul 150 checks his email, he discovers copies of
photos with his grandchildren in them. Paul didn’t subscribe
like Jill did. Instead, an association was made within the
superlative-photo sharing service 110 between Paul 150 and
his grandchildren. When his grandchildren appear in one of
Dorothy’s collection of best photos, the superlative-photo
sharing service 110 automatically generates and sends Paul
150 an email with copies of or links to photos of his grand-
children.

So, with little effort from Dorothy, her best photos are
automatically shared with interested parties (e.g., her friends
and family). These photos are shared in a timely manner (e.g.,
perhaps while she is still on the trip) rather than weeks after
her vacation and after manually sifting through her photos.
Exemplary Processes

FIGS. 2-5 are flowcharts illustrating exemplary processes
200, 300, 400, and 500 that implement the techniques
described herein for automatic sharing of superlative photos.
The exemplary processes 200, 300, 400, and 500 are per-
formed, at least in part, by an image-capturing device, such as
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device 102 of FIG. 1, an image-capturing telecommunica-
tions device 610 of FIG. 6, and/or a resource of a cloud-
computing infrastructure (like the superlative-photo sharing
service 110 of FIG. 1).

At 202 and 204, the process 200 waits for a trigger to start
processing a set 206 of digital photos. Examples of appropri-
ate triggers include (but are not limited to):

arrival of one or more new photos (e.g., via a capture on a

device or uploading to a cloud-based service);

a reoccurring scheduled day/time (e.g., 2:00 A.M every

day);

passage of a defined period of time (e.g., twelve hours);

events (e.g., a explicit request from friend or family mem-

ber);

context (e.g., over thirty miles of travel, as detected by a

location-detection subsystem of a device);

conditions (e.g., at intervals of one hundred in the set 206);

or

some combination thereof.

The set 206 of digital photos is the collection of photos that
the process operates upon to select a superlative subset. The
set 206 may be located (e.g., stored or maintained) on an
image-capturing device (such as the smartphone 102 in FIG.
1), some other image-storage device, a server, and/or a net-
work or cloud-based resource.

Alternatively, the set 206 may be less than all of a total
collection of photos owned or associated with a user (such as
Dorothy 104). The set 206 may be one of multiple clusters of
a larger group of photos owned or associated with the user.
The process may cluster photos based on one or more criteria,
such as location, time, date, and calendar information from
one or more events, such as those on private and/or publicly
available calendars. Additionally, the clustering criteria may
also consider event specifics, such as faces in a series of
images, colors associated with images including overall
brightness, color similarities or dissimilarities, and scene
information. Clusters of images may be multilayered. For
example, a cluster of wedding images may have a number of
secondary clusters. One secondary cluster may include
images of just the groom and bride, where another secondary
cluster may include images of just the bridesmaids.

Once the process is triggered, at 208, the process 200
auto-selects a superlative subset of the set 206 of digital
photos. As used herein, the subset presumptively includes
some, but not all of, the digital images of the set 206. The auto
selection is based upon one or more weighted selection cri-
teria 210 of one or more properties of the photos. FIG. 4
provides more information regarding both the auto-selection
operation 208 and the selection criteria 210. The auto-selec-
tion operation 208 may be designed to find the “best” photos
(i.e., thetop-ranked photos). Alternatively, it may be designed
to find the “worst” photos (i.e., the bottom-ranked photos).

At 212, the auto-selected superlative photos are automati-
cally sent to the users (e.g., other users on the social-network-
ing service 120 of FIG. 1) who have subscribed the user’s
“best” photos, for example.

At 214, the process uses pre-existing or user-defined asso-
ciation rules 216 and the photos’ metadata to determine (e.g.,
find) an association between particular superlative photos and
particular users. For example, the user may have defined a
rule associating “best photos” of her daughter with the user’s
parents. So, at 216, the process makes an association between
the user’s parents and the “best photos” having metadata
indicating her daughter is in the photos.

At 218, the determined superlative photos associated with
particular users are sent to those particular users. Rather than
sending copies of the photos, notifications about associated
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photos (with links to such photos) may be sent to the particu-
lar users. For example, the user’s parents may receive a noti-
fication via a social-networking service about the availability
of associated photos of the user’s daughter. Alternatively,
copies or notifications of the entire subset of superlative pho-
tos may be sent to particular users.

In another example, the user may have defined a rule that
assigns metadata to images captured with a portable device
and sent via MMS to a particular user. Those same images
may be automatically sent to the same user, in high resolution
format, once the portable device is coupled to a high band-
width node, such as WiFi™. Alternatively, images that are
shared using the portable device may be augmented with
metadata indicating prior sharing. The automatic sharing pro-
cess may consider such augmented metadata and automati-
cally update devices, nodes coupled on a user’s home net-
work, and the superlative-photo sharing service.

FIG. 3 shows the process 300, which is another implemen-
tation of the techniques described herein for automatic shar-
ing of superlative photos. With this implementation, inter-
ested parties (e.g., subscribers and/or users associated with
photos in the superlative subset) are only notified if there are
one or more new photos in the superlative subset as compared
to previous subsets. For example, a guy will only be notified
of'a “best” photo of his girlfriend if it is new.

At 302, the process 300 produces an updated set 304 of
digital images by adding one or more new digital images to a
previous set of digital images.

Next, at 306, the process automatically selects, based upon
weighted selection criteria 308, an updated superlative subset
of digital images of the updated set 304. The auto selection is
based upon one or more weighted selection criteria 308 of one
or more properties of the photos. FIG. 4 provides more infor-
mation regarding both the auto-selection operation 306 and
the selection criteria 308. The auto-selection operation 306
may be designed to find the “best” photos (i.e., the top-ranked
photos). Alternatively, it may be designed to find the “worst”
photos (i.e., the bottom-ranked photos).

At 310, the process determines if the just selected updated
superlative subset differs from a previously selected superla-
tive subset 312 (which was derived from the previous set of
digital images). That is, is there at least one photo different
between the two subsets? If not, that means that the one or
more new photos added to the set 304 of digital photos did not
supplant any of photos that were in the superlative subset. If
that is the case, then the process returns back to the beginning.

At 314, the updated auto-selected superlative photos are
automatically sent to the users (e.g., other users on the social-
networking service 120 of FIG. 1) who have subscribed to the
owner’s superlative photos. Alternatively, just the new photo
may be sent if the subscribed user had been notified of the
others.

At 316, the process uses pre-existing or user-defined asso-
ciation rules 318 and the photos’ metadata to determine (e.g.,
find) an association between particular superlative photos and
particular users. For example, the user may have defined a
rule associating “best photos” of her daughter with the user’s
parents. So, at 316, the process makes an association between
the user’s parents and the “best photos™ having metadata
indicating her daughter is in the photos.

At 320, the determined superlative photos associated with
particular users are sent to those particular users. Rather than
sending copies of the photos, notifications about associated
photos (with links to such photos) may be sent to the particu-
lar users. For example, the user’s parents may receive a noti-
fication via a social-networking service about the availability
of associated photos of the user’s daughter. Alternatively,
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copies or notifications of the entire subset of superlative pho-
tos may be sent to the particular users.

FIG. 4 shows the process 400 and offers more details
regarding the auto-selection operations 208, 306 and the
selection criteria 210, 308 of FIGS. 2 and 3. The auto-selec-
tion operation 208/306 includes a binary selection filter
operation 402 followed by a weighted-criteria selection filter
operation 404. At 402, one of more of the criteria 210/308
may be applied as a binary filter to, for example, remove
photos that do not meet the one or more criteria. After that, at
404, one or more of the criteria are applied in a weighted
manner.

Generally, the main purpose of the binary selection filter
operation 302 is to remove outright “bad” photos. So, it could
be called the bad-photo filter. A bad photo is one where the
content is difficult for a human to discern and simple post-
processing is not likely to make the content discernable. The
binary filter may use one or more criteria related to one or
more properties that might make a photo be considered “bad.”
Examples of such “bad photo” criteria include (but are not
limited to): shaky, blurry, over or under exposed, poor reso-
Iution, poor contrast, out-of-focus, red-eye, and the like. Red-
eye might not be part of the binary selection filter operation
302 in some implementations because it can be removed with
some post-processing.

Some implementations may not employ the binary selec-
tion filter operation 302. Those implementations may rely
upon the weighted-criteria selection filter operation 304 to
remove the “bad” photos.

Alternatively, the binary selection filter operation 402 may
be described as grouping a larger superset of digital images
into the set 206 (or 304) of digital images (i.e., an intermediate
grouping) that includes two or more of the superset of digital
images. Similarly, the weighted-criteria selection filter opera-
tion 404 may be alternatively described as ranking the digital
images of the set 206 (or 304) of digital images based upon
one or more of the multiple weighted criteria 210/308 and
designating an allotment of top-ranked (or bottom-ranked)
digital images of the intermediate grouping as the selected
subset of digital images that results from the auto-selection
operation 208/306.

The size (i.e., number, cardinality) of the allotment may be
a fixed number (e.g., one or ten) or calculated. If fixed, the
allotment size may be a factory-set default number or a user-
defined number. If calculated, the calculation may be, for
example, based upon linear or non-linear proportions of the
quantity of photos in the set 206/304, in one or more clusters,
in the intermediate grouping, and/or the like. These propor-
tions may be factory-set or user-defined. A percentage is an
example of such proportions.

For example, the allotment size for the subset may be
user-defined to be five percent of the set 206/304 of photos. If,
for this example, the set 206/304 included twelve-hundred
sixty-two photos, then the allotment size would be sixty-two
(with truncation). Consequently, the subscribers and other
interested parties may follow a link to a site that shows them
sixty-two photos as being the superlative subset.

Typically, the criteria used for the binary filtering differ
from those used for the weighted filtering. However, in some
implementations, the criteria used for one may overlap the
criteria used for the other. The criteria are related to properties
of'a photo. Those properties may be derived from the content
of the photo (based upon an image analysis) and/or from
metadata associated with the photo. Examples of photo meta-
data include (but are not limited to): technical metadata (such
as size, resolution, color profile, ISO speed and other camera
settings), descriptive metadata (captions, headlines, titles,
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keywords, location of capture, etc.), and administrative meta-
data (such as licensing or rights usage terms, specific restric-
tions on using an image, model releases, provenance infor-
mation, such as the identity of the creator, and contact
information for the rights holder or licensor).

The weighted selection criteria 210/308 include (by way of
example and not limitation): identification of the image-cap-
ture device, identification of the photographer, location of
image-capture, focus, contrast, shake, red eye, person in
photo is a favorite (e.g., in a social network or on the device),
person in photo is a contact, photo is tagged (in general or
with a particular tag), user-added criteria, photo was auto-
corrected, flash was used, social network ranking of a photo,
etc.

FIG. 5 illustrates the process 500 for determining one or
more superlative photos that may be used with embodiments
described herein. This process 500 may be employed as part
of process 200 and/or process 400 herein.

The process 500 starts with operation 502 where the pro-
cess retrieves the next photo (or the first when initially
executed) from a memory. Next, at 504 and 506, a determi-
nation is made if the retrieved photo is shaky or if redeye is
detected. If so, a next photo is retrieved and the process 500
starts again with the next image. If the retrieved photo is the
last (as determined at operation 538), then the process 500
proceeds to a photo-ranking operation 540, which is dis-
cussed later.

If no shake or redeye are detected, then the process 500
continues onto operation 508 where it is determined if the
resolution of the retrieved photo is greater than a defined
threshold resolution. If not, then a next photo is retrieved and
the process begins again. If so, based on the resolution of the
image, a resolution index is determined or calculated at
operation 510. In one example, the resolution index may be
determined or calculated based on the resolution (megapix-
els) associated with a photo undergoing consideration. Next,
at 512, the process determines if the histogram associated
with the photo is within a defined threshold. If not, then a next
photo is retrieved and the process begins again. If so, based on
the histogram of the photo, a histogram index is determined or
calculated at 514. In one example, the histogram index is
determined or calculated based on a consideration of the
number of “dark” pixels (underexposure), “bright” pixels
(overexposure), and/or the number of pixels that fall between
the underexposure and overexposure range.

Next, the process continues, at 516, to determine if a dupli-
cate photo ofthe one currently being processed is stored in the
device or otherwise known or available. If so, a next photo is
retrieved and the process begins again. If not, the process
determines, at 518, if one or more faces are detected in the
photo. If no faces are detected in the photo, the process
calculates, at 520, a NF (“no face”) photo score based on the
calculated resolution index and histogram index, and associ-
ates the NF score with the photo and adds the photo to a “no
face” image queue at 522. If one or more faces is detected, the
process determines, at 524, if a subject in the photo has their
eyes shut or partially shut (i.e., “blink detection”). If a blink is
detected, a next photo is retrieved and the process begins
again.

If no blink is detected, the process calculates face, event,
alignment and user like indexes at operations 526, 528, 530,
532, respectively. In one implementation, the face index cal-
culation considers if one or more expected or desired faces are
in a photo, the event index calculation considers if an
expected event (e.g., wedding or party) is part of a photo, the
alignment calculation considers a degree of alignment (e.g.,
vertical or horizontal) of a photo and the user like index
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considers a relative user acceptance or approval (e.g., like or
dislike) of one or more faces in a photo. These indexes and the
previously calculated indexes associated with resolution and
histogram are considered when calculating an F (“face”)
photo score at 534. The face image score is associated with
the photo and the photo is added to a face queue at 536.

Each time a photo is added to a queue, the queue is auto-
matically resorted based on scores associated with already
processed and queued photos. Once the last photo is pro-
cessed (as determined by operation 538), the process picks
the highest scored photo as the superlative (e.g., “best”) photo
at 540. In addition, operation 540 may also select, based on
photo score, a set of photos as the superlative set.

In alternative implementations, other criteria (like those of
218in FIGS. 2 and 4) and/or different permutations of criteria
may be employed at operations 504, 506, 508, 516, 518, and
524. For example, with operations 504, 506, and 508 other
“bad photo” type criteria may be used and with operations
516, 518, and 524 other weighed selection criteria may be
employed.

Exemplary Device within Exemplary Telecommunication
Environment

FIG. 6 shows an exemplary telecommunication environ-
ment 600 which includes an image-capturing telecommuni-
cations device 610. Both the environment 600 and the device
610 may be included as part of one or more implementation of
the techniques described herein.

As depicted, the device 610 is a smartphone that is capable
of communicating using analog and/or digital wireless voice
and/or data transmission. FIG. 6 shows the device 610 in
communication with a cell phone 620 via a so-called cellular
network as represented by cell tower 622. Via that cellular
network 622 or via some other wireless or wired communi-
cation technology (e.g., Wi-Fi™, WiMAX™_ WL AN, Eth-
ernet, etc.), the device 610 is coupled to a cloud-computing
infrastructure 624.

The cloud-computing infrastructure 624 may include scal-
able and virtualized computer resources over a private or
public network. Typically, a cloud-computing infrastructure
uses the internet and central remote servers to maintain data
and applications. The cloud-computing infrastructure 624
includes a group of individual computers connected by high-
speed communications and some form of management soft-
ware guiding the collective actions and usage of the indi-
vidual computers. This technology allows for much more
efficient computing by centralizing storage, memory, pro-
cessing and bandwidth. While depicted in FIG. 6 as the cloud-
computing infrastructure, item 624 may alternatively be
viewed as a network or the Internet.

The device 610 includes many components, such as a wire-
less transceiver 630, a NIC (network interface controller)
632, one or more processors 634, one or more cameras 636,
one or more input subsystems 638, one or more output sub-
systems 640, a secondary storage 642 with at least one pro-
cessor-readable medium 644, one or more location sub-
systems 646, one or more power subsystems 648, one or more
audio sub systems 650, one or more video displays 652, and
a memory 654 having software 656 and data (e.g., digital
photo or digital video) 658 stored thereon.

The NIC 632 is a hardware component that connects the
device 610 to one or more computer networks and allows for
communication to and from that network. Typically, the NIC
632 operates as both an Open Systems Interconnection (OSI)
layer 1 (i.e., physical layer) and layer 2 (i.e., data link layer)
device, as it provides physical access to a networking medium
and provides a low-level addressing system through the use of
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Media Access Control (MAC) addresses. It allows devices to
connect to each other either by using cables or wirelessly.

The one or more processors 634 may include a single or
multi-core central processing unit (CPU), a graphics process-
ing unit (GPU), other processing unit or component, or some
combination thereof.

The camera 636 may be configurable to capture still
images (clips), moving images (video), or both still and mov-
ing images. The camera components may include (by way of
example and not limitation): digital sensor chip (e.g., CCD or
CMOS), lenses, and the like.

The input subsystems 638 are physical devices designed to
allow for input from, for example, a human user. The input
subsystems 638 may include (by way of example and not
limitation): keyboard, keypad, touchscreen, touchpad,
mouse, trackball, paddle, light pen, scanner, stylus, and/or a
micro-telecommunications device.

The output subsystems 640 are mechanisms for providing
atactile output to the user in a manner that is neither audio nor
video based. Such tactile output is typically generated by an
offset rotating motor that vibrates the device 610 to give a
notification to the user.

The secondary storage 642 is typically a read-only memory
(ROM), a programmable memory (such as EEPROM,
EPROM, or PROM), a static read/writable memory (such as
flash memory), and a mechanical read/writeable device (such
as a hard drive), which may be magnetic, optical, holo-
graphic, and the like. The components of the secondary stor-
age 642 may be internal to the device 610, attached externally
to the device 610, or available via data communications (e.g.,
on the cloud).

At least one processor-readable medium 644 is stored on
the secondary storage 642. The processor-readable medium
644 stores one or more sets of instructions (e.g., software)
embodying any one or more of the methodologies or func-
tions described herein. The instructions may also reside com-
pletely, or at least partially, within the memory 654 as soft-
ware 656 and within the processor(s) 634 during execution
thereof by the device 610.

The location subsystems 646 may be designed to deter-
mine the physical location of the device 610. The one or more
location subsystems 646 may include (but is not limited to) an
application and hardware for determining location via global
positioning system (GPS) and/or by communicating with a
cellular network.

The power subsystems 648 may include (but is not limited
to) one or more batteries and one or more external power
supplies, such as an interface to an external power supply
source.

The audio subsystems 650 are configured to generate
sound, noise, voices, and music. In addition, the audio sub-
systems 650 are configured to capture and process sound,
noise, voices, and music. The audio subsystems 650 include
(but is not limited to) speakers and microphones.

The video display 652 is configured to display images,
videos, text, user-interfaces, and the like. The video display
652 may include (but is not limited to) a liquid crystal display
(LCD), a flat panel, a solid state display or other device. The
video display 652 may operate as a digital viewfinder that
allows a user to preview a scene before capturing an image
and/or to view a movie as it is being captured.

The memory 654 is configured to store software 656 and
data (e.g., digital photo or digital video) 658 thereon. The
memory 654 is a working space and may include (but is not
limited to) random access memory (RAM). The memory 654
may be one or more of the following (by way of example and
not limitation): volatile or non-volatile, dynamic or static,
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read/write-able or read only, random- or sequential-access,
location- or file-addressable, and the like. The components of
the memory 654 may be internal to the device 610, attached
externally to the device 610, or available via data communi-
cations (e.g., on the cloud).

One of the applications (software) that may be resident in
memory 654 and/or executing on the one or more processors
634 is an image-handling software module that may be used
to enhance an amount of information recorded in the image
file relating to the captured digital images. For example, the
image-handling application may use information from other
sources and/or applications to add data to the image files (e.g.,
JPEG (Joint Photographic Experts Group), TIFF (Tagged
Image File Format), RAW, PNG (Portable Network Graph-
ics), etc.) that the captured digital images are stored in the
memory 654 and/or the secondary storage 642. This added
data may be called “metadata.” Specifically, the image-han-
dling application may be configured to obtain information
from other hardware, firmware, or software components to
add data to the image files. Examples of other components
include (but are not limited to) a location application, a cal-
endar application, and/or a contacts application.

Additionally, the image-handling application may use data
stored in the image files, contact information, calendar infor-
mation, social-networking service and/or upload information
to increase the ease of sharing images.

The images operated on by the image-handling application
may include images captured by the user’s image-capturing
device (like device 610), and/or may include images obtained
from sources other than the user’s image-capturing device.
For example, images may be transferred to device 610 using
one or more wireless and/or wireline interfaces from the
cloud-computing infrastructure 624.

The image-handling application may be limited to a par-
ticular type of digital image (e.g. still images (photographs),
moving images (video), etc.) or may be configured to handle
multiple types of images. In addition, the image-handling
application may be a stand-alone application, or may be inte-
grated into other applications or other units. Moreover, the
image-handling application may be formed by a combination
of functions of separate, distinct programs or units of the
device 610.

Additional and Alternative Implementation Notes

Digital cameras and camera-equipped mobile phones are
depicted herein (such as image-capturing as device 102 of
FIG. 1 and an image-capturing telecommunications device
610 of FIG. 6) as being examples of a device implementing
one or more aspects of the techniques described herein. How-
ever, other image-capturing devices may implement an aspect
of the techniques described herein. Examples of other such
image-capturing devices include (by are not limited to): tab-
let-based computer, other handheld computer, netbook, com-
puter, digital camera, digital camcorder, handheld multime-
dia device, digital single-lens reflex (DSLR) camera, GPS
navigational system, vehicle-based computer, any camera-
equipped computing device or portable electronic.

In addition, non-camera-equipped devices may be utilized
for this and other implementations of the techniques
described herein. These non-camera-equipped devices or ser-
vices may be those where images are stored, collected,
accessed, handled, manipulated, and/or viewed. Examples of
such alternative image devices and services include (but are
not limited to): a photo-processing kiosk, portable and
removable storage media or device (e.g., CD-ROM, DVD-
ROM, other optical media, USB flash drive, flash memory
card, external hard drive, etc.), electronics with radio-fre-
quency identification (RFID), a social-networking services
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(e.g., Facebook™, MySpace™, Twitter™, Linkedin™,
Ning™, and the like), and photo/video sharing services (e.g.,
Flickr™, Photobucket™, Picasa™, Shutterfly™, and the
like).

One or more implementations of the techniques described
herein may include an initial training session for an exem-
plary auto-selecting device or service to learn what makes a
photo and/or video clip superlative (e.g., best or worst) in the
user’s opinion. This training may be repeated from time to
time. This training will set the weight values of one or more of
the weighted criteria. There may be various profiles for spe-
cific conditions and situations where the weighted criteria
have their own trained values. Each user of the exemplary
auto-selecting device or service may have their own custom-
ized weighted criteria values and profiles of such values. The
exemplary may have a default set of values or profiles
assigned. That default set or profiles may be extrapolated
from a statistically evaluation (e.g., mean or median) of the
trained values derived from multiple users.

Instead of a training session, one or more implementations
may take advantage of a system of user-ratings (e.g., thumbs
up/down or 1 to 5 stars) for photos and/or video clips. These
user-rating are effective data for training the exemplary
video-capture device to learn what makes a photo and/or
video clip superlative (e.g., best or worst) in the user’s opin-
ion. In some implementations, the user may define values for
one or more of the weighted criteria. This may be accom-
plished using, for example, slider-bar user interface for the
user to adjust weights assigned to particular criteria or to
categories of criteria.

In the above description of exemplary implementations,
for purposes of explanation, specific numbers, materials con-
figurations, and other details are set forth in order to better
explain the invention, as claimed. However, it will be appar-
ent to one skilled in the art that the claimed invention may be
practiced using different details than the exemplary ones
described herein. In other instances, well-known features are
omitted or simplified to clarify the description of the exem-
plary implementations.

The inventors intend the described exemplary implemen-
tations to be primarily examples. The inventors do not intend
these exemplary implementations to limit the scope of the
appended claims. Rather, the inventors have contemplated
that the claimed invention might also be embodied and imple-
mented in other ways, in conjunction with other present or
future technologies.

Moreover, the word “exemplary” is used herein to mean
serving as an example, instance, or illustration. Any aspect or
design described herein as “exemplary” is not necessarily to
be construed as preferred or advantageous over other aspects
or designs. Rather, use of the word exemplary is intended to
present concepts and techniques in a concrete fashion. The
term “techniques,” for instance, may refer to one or more
devices, apparatuses, systems, methods, articles of manufac-
ture, and/or computer-readable instructions as indicated by
the context described herein.

As used in this application, the term “or” is intended to
mean an inclusive “or” rather than an exclusive “or.” That is,
unless specified otherwise or clear from context, “X employs
A or B” is intended to mean any of the natural inclusive
permutations. That is, if X employs A; X employs B; or X
employs both A and B, then “X employs A or B” is satisfied
under any of the foregoing instances. In addition, the articles
“a” and “an” as used in this application and the appended
claims should generally be construed to mean “one or more,”
unless specified otherwise or clear from context to be directed
to a singular form.
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The exemplary processes discussed herein are illustrated
as a collection of blocks in a logical flow graph, which rep-
resents a sequence of operations that can be implemented
with hardware, software, firmware, or some combination
thereof. In the context of software/firmware, the blocks rep-
resent instructions stored on one or more processor-readable
storage media that, when executed by one or more processors,
perform the recited operations. The operations of the exem-
plary processes may be rendered in virtually any program-
ming language or environment including (by way of example
and not limitation): C/C++, Fortran, COBOL, PASCAL,
assembly language, markup languages (e.g., HITML, SGML,
XML, VoXML), and the like, as well as object-oriented envi-
ronments such as the Common Object Request Broker Archi-
tecture (CORBA), Java™ (including J2ME, Java Beans, etc.),
Binary Runtime Environment (BREW), and the like.

Note that the order in which the processes are described is
not intended to be construed as a limitation, and any number
of'the described process blocks can be combined in any order
to implement the processes or an alternate process. Addition-
ally, individual blocks may be deleted from the processes
without departing from the spirit and scope of the subject
matter described herein.

The term “processor-readable media” includes processor-
storage media. For example, processor-storage media may
include, but are not limited to, magnetic storage devices (e.g.,
hard disk, floppy disk, and magnetic strips), optical disks
(e.g., compact disk (CD) and digital versatile disk (DVD)),
smart cards, flash memory devices (e.g., thumb drive, stick,
key drive, and SD cards), and volatile and non-volatile
memory (e.g., random access memory (RAM), read-only
memory (ROM)).

For the purposes of this disclosure and the claims that
follow, the terms “coupled” and “connected” may have been
used to describe how various elements interface. Such
described interfacing of various elements may be either direct
or indirect.

What is claimed is:

1. A method comprising:

obtaining a set of digital images;

selecting, based upon weighted selection criteria, a super-

lative subset of digital images of the set;
finding an association, based upon association rules,
between one or more particular digital images of the
selected superlative subset and a particular user;

notifying the particular user about the one or more associ-
ated particular digital images of the selected superlative
subset;

assigning metadata to the one or more associated particular

digital images, the metadata including at least metadata
that indicates that the notifying of the particular user
about the one or more associated particular digital
images of the selected superlative subset has occurred;
and

informing the particular user about the one or more asso-

ciated particular digital images of the selected superla-
tive subset after the assigning of the metadata.

2. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the selecting
comprises:

ranking the digital images of the set based upon multiple

weighted criteria;

designating an allotment of top ranked digital images of the

set as the selected superlative subset of digital images.

3. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the obtaining
comprises segregating a superset of digital images into the set
of digital images based whether the digital images match one
or more specified criteria.

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

14

4. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the designated
allotment includes digital images that are ranked amongst the
set.

5. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the designated
allotment includes digital images that are top or bottom
ranked amongst the set.

6. A method as recited in claim 1, further comprising cal-
culating a cardinality of the designated allotment based upon
a percentage of the set.

7. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein at least a plu-
rality of the weighted criteria are selected from a group of
digital-image properties consisting of image-acquisition
location, focus, contrast, shake, red-eye, image content
includes a person designated as a favorite of the user, image
content includes a person in a list of contacts of the user, photo
is tagged, user-added criteria, photo was auto-corrected,
photo was post-processed, flash used, and social-network
ranking of a digital image.

8. A method as recited in claim 1, further comprising clus-
tering the set of digital images into multiple clusters, wherein
the selected subset of digital images is selected from one or
more of the multiple clusters.

9. A method as recited in claim 1, further comprising clus-
tering the subset of digital images into multiple clusters.

10. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the notifying
comprises sending one or more links to the one or more
associated particular digital images of the selected superlative
subset.

11. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the notifying
comprises sending one or more copies of the one or more
associated particular digital images of the selected superlative
subset.

12. A method as recited in claim 1, further comprising
sending, via a user-interface of a computing apparatus, the
selected superlative subset of digital images to subscribed
users.

13. One or more processor-readable storage devices having
processor-executable instructions embodied thereon, the pro-
cessor-executable instructions, when executed by one or
more processors, direct the one or more processors to perform
operations comprising:

obtaining a set of digital images;

selecting, based upon weighted selection criteria, a super-

lative subset of digital images of the set, the selecting
comprising:
ranking the digital images of the set based upon multiple
weighted criteria;
designating an allotment of top ranked digital images of
the set as the superlative subset of digital images;
finding an association, based upon association rules,
between one or more particular digital images of the
selected superlative subset and a particular user;
notifying the particular user about the one or more associ-
ated particular digital images of the selected superlative
subset;

assigning metadata to the one or more associated particular

digital images, the metadata including at least metadata
that indicates that the notifying of the particular user
about the one or more associated particular digital
images of the selected superlative subset has occurred;
and

informing the particular user about the one or more asso-

ciated particular digital images of the selected superla-
tive subset after the assigning of the metadata.

14. One or more processor-readable storage devices as
recited in claim 13, wherein the designated allotment includes
digital images that are ranked amongst the set.
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15. One or more processor-readable storage devices as
recited in claim 13, wherein the designated allotment includes
digital images that are top or bottom ranked amongst the set.

16. One or more processor-readable storage devices as
recited in claim 13, wherein at least a plurality of the weighted
criteria are selected from a group of digital-image properties
consisting of image-acquisition location, focus, contrast,
shake, red-eye, image content includes a person designated as
a favorite of the user, image content includes a person in a list
of contacts of the user, photo is tagged, user-added criteria,
photo was auto-corrected, photo was post-processed, tlash
used, and social-network ranking of a digital image.

17. One or more processor-readable storage devices as
recited in claim 13, wherein the notifying comprises sending
one or more links to the one or more associated particular
digital images of the selected superlative subset.

18. One or more processor-readable storage devices as
recited in claim 13, wherein the notifying comprises sending
one or more copies of the one or more associated particular
digital images of the selected superlative subset.

19. One or more processor-readable storage devices having
processor-executable instructions embodied thereon, the pro-
cessor-executable instructions, when executed by one or
more processors, direct the one or more processors to perform
operations comprising:

producing an updated set of digital images by adding one or

more new digital images to a previous set of digital
images;

selecting, based upon weighted selection criteria, an

updated superlative subset of digital images of the

updated set, the selecting comprising:

ranking the digital images of the updated set based upon
multiple weighted criteria;

designating an allotment of top ranked digital images of
the updated set as the updated superlative subset of
digital images;
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determining whether the updated superlative subset differs
from a previous superlative subset, which was derived
from the previous set of digital images; and

in response to a determination that the updated and the

previous superlative subsets differ:

finding an association, based upon association rules,
between one or more particular digital images of the
updated selected superlative subset and a particular
user;

notifying the particular user about the one or more asso-
ciated particular digital images of the updated
selected superlative subset.

20. One or more processor-readable storage devices as
recited in claim 19, wherein the designated allotment includes
digital images that are top or bottom ranked amongst the
updated set.

21. One or more processor-readable storage devices as
recited in claim 19, further comprising:

assigning metadata to one or more particular digital images

of the updated selected superlative subset that indicates
execution of the notifying act; and

informing the particular user about the one or more par-

ticular digital images of the updated selected superlative
subset after the assigning of the metadata.

22. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the notifying
act is performed using a first network environment and the
informing act is performed using a second network environ-
ment, the first and second network environment being differ-
ent.

23. One or more processor-readable storage devices as
recited in claim 13, wherein the notifying act is performed
using a first network environment and the informing act is
performed using a second network environment, the first and
second network environment being different.
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